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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

Claims 20 - 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious over U.S. 
Patent No. 6,091 ,808 (Wood et al.) in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,870,828 (Giordano) or, 
in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Wood et al. in view of U.S. 
Patent No. 6,870,828 (Giordano, III). 

With respect to claims 20 and 21 , Wood et al teach a number searching system 
comprising: a phone (10); a telephone number database (42); a web server (34); an 
information terminal 12 (see Col. 3, lines 49 - 55) which displays a search for telephone 
number (see Fig. 3, element 68) and a telephone plug-in which automatically dials the 
displayed number (Compare page 6, lines 6 - 13 of the present application with Col. 6, 
line 56 - Col. 7, line 5 of Wood et al.). Note the telephone is connected to a second 
telephone line 14 of Fig 1 . Note that both the telephone 10 and the information terminal 
12 are both operable by a user. With respect to the connection of the plug-in to a web 
browser, second telephone line and the telephone see Fig 1 . Therefore, Wood et al. 
teaches the claimed limitations except for the plug-in dialing the selected number 
independent of the web server. 

The examiner notes Wood et al teach (col. 6, line 56 - col.7, line 9) that: 
"On clicking the DIAL button 75 [Fig. 3], the web page manager 36 communicates a 
message, containing ... a called telephone number DN from the windows 
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68 [Fig. 3]... to the call control interface 46, via which this message is forwarded.... to 
the telephone switch 16. The switch 16 checks validity of the telephone numbers and 
that the subscriber's telephone 10 (calling telephone number CN) is on-hook, and 
provides a (possibly distinctive) ringing signal to the telephone 10. The 
subscriber, expecting this ring signal, takes his telephone 10 off-hook, and 
this is detected by the telephone switch 16 in conventional manner, in response 
to which the switch 16 sets up the desired telephone connection to the called 
number DN in the same manner as if the number DN had been dialed bv the 
subscriber at the telephone 1 0 ." [Emphasis added]. When the subscriber at the 
telephone 10 dials a called directory number DN, the telephone switch 16 connects the 
call to the dialed DN independent of the web facility 22/web server 34 ("normal 
telephone call"). 

On one hand, clicking the dial button 75, as described above, may be read as the 
claimed "plug-in" having the ability to set-up the communication channel. In addition, 
note the definition of "plug-in" as defined by Harry Newton, Newton's Telecom 
Dictionary . March 1998, Flatiron Publishing, 14 th , page 555. Therefore the button 75 
performs the function of the plug-in as defined by Newton. 

So the distinction between applicant's device and Wood et al. is manual versus 
automatic. That is, in Wood et al. one could get the information from the browser and 
then manually dial the number. The channel set up at this point would be independent 
of the web server. The examiner believes that such a modification would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art. This is in particularly obvious in view of Col. 3, 
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lines 58 - 64). Once the user has the number it would be obvious to automatically dial 
the number independent of the web server in order to use up less resources. 

Therefore, Wood et al. teach the claimed limitations except f or explicitly teaching 
predetermined link syntax, automatically dialing based on the predetermined syntax and 
the communication channel being independent of the plug-in. However, it appears that 
Giordano, III teaches such (see Abstract and at least Col. 3, lines 20 - 37). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have incorporated such teachings 
as taught by Giordano, III into the Wood et al. device as nothing more than a design 
choice. 



Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 20 - 21 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Bill Deane whose telephone number is (571) 272-7484. 
In addition, facsimile transmissions should be directed to Bill Deane at facsimile number 
(703) 273-8300. 
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